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Application/Control Number: 10/076,634 pa 9 e 14 

Art Unit: 1645 

As to claim 21, the claim is uninterpretable, the claim recites obtaining the fusion 
protein by the process of claim 14 and releasing insulin therefrom, however, the fusion 
protein of claim 14 is not directed to an insulin fusion protein. 

Where applicant acts as his or her own lexicographer to specifically define a term 
of a claim contrary to its ordinary meaning, the written description must clearly redefine 
the claim term and set forth the uncommon definition so as to put one reasonably skilled in 
the art on notice that the applicant intended to so redefine that claim term. Process 
Control Corp. v. HydReclaim Corp., 190 F.3d 1350, 1357, 52 USPQ2d 1029, 1033 (Fed. Cir. 
1999). The term " signal sequence" in claims 2-5, is used by the claim to mean "a nucleic 
acid sequence that increases yield", while the accepted meaning is "a peptide present on 
proteins that are destined with to be secreted or the be membrane components. It is 
usually at the N terminus and normally absent from the mature protein. Normally refers 
to the sequence (ca 20 amino acids) that interact with Signal recognition particle and 
directs the ribosome to the endoplasmic reticulum where co translational insertion takes 
place. ** The term is indefinite because the specification does not clearly redefine the 
term and the term does not provide for the property of increasing yield. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 ^y.S i 03 
The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 
A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a 
foreign country or in public use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior 
to the date of application for patent in the United States. 



Claims 1, 2, 6, 9-15, 17, 22 and 23 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being 
clearly anticipated by Dawson et al, WO 91/09125 published 27 June 1991. 



